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higher orbits, all facility costs, and adequate 
fleets of shuttles and tugs to handle the fu- 
ture anticipated traffic of more than 700 
flights In 13 years. 

“Cost-effectiveness of the shuttle does not 
depend on Its being associated with a space 
station program. Reductions In launch and 
payload costs with use of the shuttle, and 
cost reductions from retrieval of satellites 
for return to earth and, reuse are expected 
to attract a large number of users from the 
national and international governments, 
commercial and scientific groups. Missions 
would include deployment of unmanned 
satellites, repair as well as retrieval of satel- 
lites and space rescue and long duration 
orbital science and application missions. 

“Results of the Mathematica studies show 
that launch cost savings are significant using 
the shuttle Instead of expendable launch 
vehicles— from about $1,000 to about $100 
per pound per payload — and that savings of 
nearly 50 percent in payload costs are pos- 
sible because of reusable and less complex 
designs of payloads carried by the shuttle as 
compared with payloads on expendable 
launch vehicles. 

“Results of the study show that in a pro- 
gram of 500 flights over a 13-year period a 
return on investment of 10 percent would be 
achieved. If space activity reached a total of 
700 flights over the same period the return 
on investments would be close to 16 percent. 

"Since the date of the Rand report quoted 
by Sen. Mondale, the Air Force has continued 
to support the NASA shuttle program. In a 
statement to the U.S. Senate Committee on 
Aeronautical and Space Sciences on March 
30, 1971, Robert C, Seamans, Jr. Secretary of 
the Air Force said : 

“ ‘A reusable space transportation system 
with proper capabilities and operational 
flexibility can offer an opportunity to pro- 
vide an economical way to transport pay- 
loads Into and out of space . . . Development 
of space shuttle which employs fully reusa- 
ble stages rather than expandable ones ap- 
pears to be the surest way to achieve a size- 
able cost reduction . . . the national invest- 
ment could be amortized in about a decade 
after the system becomes operational . . . 

“ ‘TJie Air Force supports the proposed 
NASA; FY 1972 space shuttle effort.’ ” 


VSEJWeTOR case probes funding 

OF THAI TROOPS IN LAOS 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, Members 
of the Senate, and indeed our whole Na- 
tion, are deeply concerned over the ex- 
tent of the U.S. involvement in war in 
Indochina. New facts keep coming to 
light, on situations which could further 
involve the United States though we feel 
we are pursuing a national policy of dis- 
engagement from the Indochina war. ' 

My colleague, the senior Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. Case) has taken the in- 
itiative in probing a question of consider- 
able concern — financing by the United 
States of Thai troops fighting iri Laos. 
Senator Case’s initiative — reflecting his 
very alert and informed attention to this 
matter — has been the subject of a num- 
ber of recent articles in the press. I be- 
lieve that it would be useful to have a 
selection of the those articles, laying out 
the story for all to read, printed in the 
Record, Accordingly, I ask unanimous 
consent that eight press articles on the 
issue be printed in the Record. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 


[From the Washington Post, May 21, 1971] 
Case Says Unwed States Secretly Pays 
Costs of Thai Troops in Laos 
(By Murrey Marder) 

The United States is secretly paying 
“through CIA” for the costs of “four to six 
thousand Thai troops in Laos” without any 
direct action by Congress, Sen. Clifford P. 
Case (R-N.J.) said yesterday. 

Case called on the administration for “the 
specific terms of the agreement," which he 
said he first read about in the press last 
month. “Congress has never directly voted a, 
penny to pay Thai troops in Laos," said Case, 
and both Congress and the public have “a 
right to know” what Is happening. 

Thailand has denied having any troops in 
Laos; its officials have said only that there 
may be Thai “volunteers” or “ethnic Thais” 
serving in Laos. U.S. officials have been pub- 
licly silent on the subject, except to refer 
back to the elliptical Thai statements. 

Case Anally got a reply yesterday to a letter 
he sent on April 23 to the State Department — 
but he said the reply was marked secret. 

The substance of the reply to Case, accord- 
ing to State Department spokesman Charles 
W. Bray, was that “nothing is being done that 
is not within present legislative authority.” 
Bray said the subject had been discussed in 
closed session with the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, of which Case is a member, 
and State could discuss the matter further 
only in the same manner. 

Case said last night that "I’m still not 
satisfied . .'. We should have been advised 
before the thing started, rather than having 
it dribble out afterwards in a way in whlch- 
we can do little more than wring our hands.” 

The senator said that as he recalls, the 
subject of Thai units in Laos was only 
“touched on” by Central Intelligence Agency 
director Richard Helms, in a closed meeting. 

After reading press accounts last month 
about a new U.S. -Thai agreement “for a 
sharp increase in Thai troops to be used in 
Laos," said Case, he made his own inquiries. 

“I was able to ascertain.” said Case, “on 
an absolutely not for quotation basis, from 
government sources that there are four to six 
thousand Thai troops in Laos and the U.S. 
government, through CIA, is paying for 
them.” 

Case said that “If an action by our country 
cannot stand up to public exposure, then 
our leaders should seriously reconsider that 
action.” 

His letter to Secretary of State William P. 
Rogers asked if financial support for Thai 
troops in Laos violated a congressional ban 
on payment of mercenaries in Laos except to 
aid American troop withdrawals or aid in 
release of U.S. prisoners; the terms of the 
Thai agreement, and whether the United 
States agreed to provide support “in event 
the Thai troops in Laos encounter difficul- 
ties.” 

[From the New York Times, May 22, 1971] 
United States Said To Pay Thais Aiding 
Laos — Fulbright Says Financing of 4,800 
Violates the Law 

(By John W Finney) 

Washington. — Senator J. W. Fulbright said 
today that 4,800 Thai troops, financed by the 
United States, were fighting in Laos in sup- 
port of the Royal Laotian Government. 

Mr. Fulbright, Chairman of the Senate 
foreign Relations Committee, suggested that 
such support by Thai troops in Laos was “in- 
consistent with the spirit,” of the “anti- 
mercenary” amendment that had been in- 
corporated in the Defense appropriations bill 
at his suggestion. 

The amendment provided that none of the 
defense funds could be used “to support Viet- 
namese or other free-world forces in actions 


designed to provide military 3 pport and 
assistance to the Government o Cambodia 
or Laos.” 

Among other aims, this if vision was 
specifically designed to preve t the intro- 
duction of American-financec 7 hai troops 
into Laos or Cambodia. 

But as part of the compron n leading to 
House and Administration acc< ji mce of the 
Fulbright “antimercenary” a undment, a 
clause was included specify ; that the 
amendment would not 1 prohi' t support of 
actions required to insure the sr e and orderly- 
withdrawal or disengagemen of United 
States forties from Southeast Ai a or to aid in 
the release of Americans held 1 n isoners of 
war.” 

The State Department refus i lo confirm 
or deny the figure of 4,800. B ,ts spokes- 
man, Robert J, McOloskey, sal he depart- 
ment had informed Senator . u bright, an 
Arkansas Democrat, and Sena; r Clifford F. 
Case of New Jersey, a Republic 1 member of 
the committee, that America upport of 
Thai troops in Laos did not viol tt the “anti- 
mercenary” amendment. 

There have been recurring re >o: ts of Thai 
battalions fighting the Commit i: ts in Laos, 
particularly in the north in s 1 pport of an 
irregular army of mountain ,-i iesmen fi- 
nanced by the Central Intellige ,c* Agency. 

However, Mr. Fulbright offe at the first 
authoritative estimate of the s ze of the 
Thai contingent: He made his st <;e ment after 
the Foreign Relations Subct ,n cittee on 
Foreign Commitments, header 1 y Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat >1 Missouri, 
had received a secret briefing fr -o two com- 
mittee staff members, James C Lowenstein 
and Richard M. Moose, who rece ti . returned 
from a 10-day inspection trip i Laos. 

The State Department sent letters yester- 
day to Senators Case and Fi b right that 
clearly Indicated that the Thai ,a rticipation 
in the war in Laos was being i sported fi- 
nancially by the Central Intellii rce Agency. 

LETTERS CLASSIFIED 8 F.< Hf !■ 

The letters, responding to que tijns by the 
Senators about reports of Tii 1 troops in 
Laos, were classified secret, ai i the State 
Department and the Senators tDrefore re- 
fused to make the texts public 
But department officials said h ,t the let- 
ters had declared that the cost: o: support- 
ing the Thai troops did not con vithin the 
State Department’s jurisdiction tins clearly 
pointing to the C.I.A. as the as? n -y provid- 
ing financial support. 

The letters, department officii 3 said, con- 
tended that financial support fo 3 hai troops 
In Laos did not violate the “an "mercenary” 
amendment. 

The executive branch couli n-gue — al- 
though the State Department d 1 lot in the 
letters — that the use of Thai tro p; in north- 
ern Laos were related to the w tl drawal of 
American troops from South 1 :e nam and 
thus permissible under the Fulb 2 it, amend- 
ment. 

But the Administration won t be some- 
what handicapped in advancing n ch an ar- 
gument because of a statemer made last 
month by William H. Sullivan Deputy As- 
sistant Secretary of State for Ea , Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, before the Sei: ■ t- Refugee 
Subcommittee headed by Sen; cr Edward 
M. Kennedy, Democrat of Mass- 1 usetts. 

In his prepared testimony, ir Sullivan 
said that the “other war" I11 in 1 iern Laos 
“has nothing to do with miiltai 'perations 
in South Vietnam or Cambodia 

Alternatively, the Administration could 
argue that the “antimerceiiary” ai icndment 
applied only to Defense Depart: fit appro- 
priations and not to funds pro 0 d to the 
C.I.A, 

In protesting yesterday on the ->< oate floor 
against the financing of Thai traips in Laos 
without the knowledge or appr,- : of Con- 
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Kress, Mr. Case observed that "the money 
comes out of that vast treasure chest, which 
Congress has appropriated but never con- 
trolled, for discretionary military and intel- 
ligence purposes.” 

The agreement to provide financial sup- 
port to the Thai troops apparently predates 
enactment of the Fulbright amendment last 
December. 

According to reports from Vientiane, the 
Laotian administrative capital, the Thai bat- 
talions were first introduced about a year 
ago when the C.I.A.-supported army of moun- 
lain tribesmen, commanded by Maj. Gen. 
Vang Pao, was under severe pressure from 
•he Communist forces. 

From the Christian Science Monitor, June 
1, 1971] 

Jcjited States Role in Laos Stirs rumblings 

IN CONGRESS 

>By George W. Ashworth) 
Washington. — American activities in 

aos — and the administration^ extreme re- 
luctance to talk about them — threaten now 
to increase the President’s difficulties on 
Capitol Hill and with the public. 

Littl is known outside administration 
circles of the precise extent of American 
involvement in Laos. This administration — 
like the Democratic administration before 
it — simply does not want to discuss the sub- 
ject at all. Senators have run into difficulty 
ilniling out even in private Just what is go- 
.ng on. 

That fact is much more worrisome to the 
regular critics of the President’s policies in 
indo-China, such as Sen. J. W. Fulbright 
ID) of Arkansas, chairman of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, that it is to 
hose more favorably inclined to the Presi- 
dent's war policies. 

But Laos provides a source of contention, 
and the administration now is urged by crit- 
ics to level with Capitol Hill and with the 

public. 

This newspaper reported a month ago that 
the administration has worked out an agree- 
ment with the Government of Thailand for 
iharply increased use of Thai forces in Laos 
in support of the neutralist government. 

It was reported that, as a consequence, the 
use of Thai forces had.sharply risen in Laos 
over some months from well under 1,000 to 
.i ligure believed in excess of 4,000. And, 
from ail indications, the Thai Government 
was willing to provide far more if the Amer- 
ican administration would provide, funds. 

The story prompted Sen. Clifford P. Case 
(Ri of New Jersey to fire off a letter to Sec- 
retary of State William P. Rogers asking 
comment on the accuracy of the reports, and, 
assuming correctness, answers on five points : 

Does the administration consider the fi- 
nancial support of Thai troops in Laos to 
he in accord with the Cooper-Church provi- 
sions in the 1970 Defense Appropriations Act 
that bans the payment of mercenaries ex- 
cept to protect a safe and orderly American 
withdrawal or disengagement from Southeast 
Asia or to aid in the release of United States 
prisoners? 

In the agreement with Thailand to be 
presented as a treaty to the Senate? 

What are the agreement’s specifics, includ- 
ing cost and duration? 

Will supplemental appropriations be asked, 
or is reprograming envisioned' 3 

Has the U.S. Government given the Thais 
assurance of support in the event Thai troops 
encounter difficulties? 

BRIEF RESPONSE 

According to sources, the administration's 
written response was far from elaborate. 
Further elaboration is being sought. After 
comparing the State Department report with 
information given by two Foreign Relations 
Committee aides just back from Laos, Sena- 
tor Case described the administration reply 


as " incomplete and in certain respects in- 
accurate.” 

Marshall Green, /issistani Secretary of 
State for Far Eastern and Pacific Affairs, Is 
expected in the near future to be available to 
"brief the committee In secret session on the 
Laos operations. 

The Thai troops are not the only issue re- 
lated to Laos that has drawn senatorial in- 
terest. So far, the costs of various activities 
in Laos are sketchy at best. The only gen- 
erally available figure is $50 million or so 
per year for activities of the Agency for In- 
ternational Development (AID). 

MILITART AID DISCI, OSED 

'Total military assistance funded by the 
services in Laos in fiscal 1970 was disclosed 
in subcommittee hearings as $90 million But 
the figures for fiscal 1971, which now is 
drawing to a close, and fiscal 1972, begin- 
ning July 1, are so far not on tile record. 

Nor is the cost of the U.S. establishment 
in Laos or of bombing missions in support 
of the fighting in northern Laos on the 
record. 

This administration and the one before ft 
argue that full or relatively full disclosure 
would make the U.S. fn clear violation of the 
Geneva Accords that established the theoreti- 
cal neutrality of Laos. 

The North Vietnamese have been extremely 
active in Laos for years. And the Americans 
have been fn the fray as a counter to that 
North Vietnamese activity. 

REASON FOR RELUCTANCE 

Since the North Vietnamese will not admit 
what they are doing, the Americans are also 
reluctant to be open on the matter. To do so 
would not only hurt the bargaining pos ition 
of the South Vietnamese side, but It would 
also give the. North Vietnamese substantial 
ammunition for propaganda warfare. And, 
beyond that disclosure could, it is argued, 
make it almost certainly Impossible to re- 
establish neutrality under the present Ge- 
neva Accords. 

As a result of this policy, however, the 
North Vietnamese, the Pathet Lao, the Royal 
Lao Government, the Americans involved, all 
Communist- bloc nations, ajid other Inter- 
ested parties have a pretty clear Idea of 
what the North Vietnamese and the Ameri- 
cans are doing. Left cut In the informational 
cold are the Congress and the American 
public. 

OVERSEEING FUNCTION 

In such a circumstance, critics argue , the 
overseeing function of the Congress cannot 
be exercised, and it is necessary to take the 
administration on blind faith in such mat- 
ters. For doubters, such as Mr. Fulbright and 
Mr. Case, blind faith is not enough. 

Much of the American effort in Laos Is 
being carried out' under the direction of 
the Central Intelligence Agency. One skeptic 
said. “From what I can gather, the CIA is 
doing a very capable Job in Laos. No other 
group, such as the Army, could do nearly so 
well. From the point of view of how well 
what we are doing in Laos is being handled, 
there probably Isn’t much argument. But 
there is the question of Just how much of 
wuat we are doing we should be doing. 

| From the Baltimore Sun, May 21, 1971] 
Case Reports Confirmation United States 

Finances Thais in Laos 
(By Gene Oishi) 

Washington. — Senator Clifford P. Case (R„ 
N J.) said today "government sources” have 
confirmed that the United States Is financing 
4.000 to 6,000 Thai troops in Laos in accord- 
ance with a still-secret agreement. 

In a speech on the Senate floor, Mr. Case 
said he first read about the U.S.-Thal agree- 
ment in the Christian Science Manit-yr on 
April 17, but that the State Department still 
has not responded to his queries on the 
article. 


THROUGH THE CIA 

Since then, Mr. Case said, “I was able to 
ascertain, on an absolutely not-for-quotatlon 
basis from government sources, that there 
are 4,000 to 6,000 Thai troops In Laos and 
the U.S. government, through the CIA, is pay- 
ing for them.” 

While he places no faith in the credibility 
of Radio Hanoi, he added, he was also aware 
of Its broadcasts discussing the presence of 
Thai troops In Laos. 

“My perhaps plaintive question is: should 
a U.S. senator who Is a member of the Foreign 
Relations Committee have to learn of im- 
portant agreements our government has 
made by reading the newspapers, by talking 
privately with government officials who do 
not wish to be quoted and by listening to 
foreign radio broadcasts?” Mr. Case said, 

CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATION 

He suggested that the alleged agreement 
with Thailand violated the Constitution In 
two respects: the Senate has not Tatified it 
and Congress has not appropriated any funds 
for paying Thai troops in Laos. 

Meanwhile, Mr. Case Joined Senator Harold 
E. Hughes (D., Iowa) and Senator Richard 
S. Schweiker (R., Pa ) in co-sponsorlng today 
two amendments to the draft bill which is 
pending on the Senate floor. 

The two amendments, designed to lead to 
an alt-volunteer Army, would extend the 
draft for only one year instead two as the 
bill now provides, and sharply increase mili- 
tary pay. 

[From the Baltimore News American, May 20, 

1971 ] 

Secret Thai Deai, Charged by Case 

Washington. — Sen. Clifford P. Case, R-N.J., 
today charged the Nixon administration with 
“apparent widening of American involvement 
In Southeast Asia” by secretly agreeing to 
pick up the tab for thousands of Thai com- 
bat troops in Laos. 

He charged In a prepared Senate speech 
that this could cost; the American taxpayer 
"tens of millions of dollars” and “lead our 
country Into a serious military involvement 
If we ever had to hail out the Thais.” 

Despite the administration’s failure to co- 
operate with Congress, Case disclosed, “I was 
able to ascertain, on an absolutely not for 
quotation basis from government sources, 
that there are 4,000 to 6,000 "Thai troops in 
I, aos and the U.S. government, through CIA, 
is paying for them.” 

Case disclosed that he had sought for the 
last month to get an explanation from Sec- 
retary of State William P. Rogers and other 
high administration officials of why the secret 
pact was made without consultation with 
Congress. 

But the New Jersey senator said that his 
month-old letter was still unanswered and 
that Acting Secretary of State John Irwin, 
during Rogers’ absence in the Middle East, 
had refused to discuss the issue, except In 
a closed-door, "executive” session of the Sen- 
ate Foreign Relations Committee. 

“I am sure that at some future time an 
administration representative will sit down 
with the Foreign Relations Committee be- 
hind locked doors and Inform us how and 
why the United States is paying for Thai 
troops in Laos,” Case added. 

“But this will be months after the fact,” 
he charged, "and we shall undoubtedly be 
told about an on-golng program which would 
be difficult to stop even if we were so inclined. 

“The administration should have consulted 
with us before embarking on a new policy,” 
the senator contended, adding that “our na- 
tion's foreign policy Is weakened when It 
does not reflect consultation and interaction 
with the American people.” 

“Moreover, the Congress has the sole con- 
stitutional authority to appropriate funds,” 
Case pointed out. “These are presumably 
government funds being paid to Thailand. 
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But Congress has never directly voted a 
penny to pay Thai troops in Laos. 

"The money comes out of that vast treas- 
ure ohest, which Congress has appropriated 
hut never controlled, for discretionary mili- 
tary and intelligence purposes,” Case charged. 
"I strongly believe that Congress should con- 
trol this money. Certainly we should know 
how it is being spent.” 

[Prom the Newark (N.J.) Evening News, 
May 20, 1971] 

(By John J. Farmer) 

Washington-. — Sen. Clifford P. Case, R- 
N.J., charged today that the Nixon adminis- 
tration has negotiated and is financing a 
sharp increase of Thai troops in Laos with- 
out congressional consent. 

"This is an apparent widening of American 
involvement in Southeast Asia, and the ad- 
ministration should have consulted with us 
before embarking on an new policy,” he as- 
serted In a speeoh for delivery on the Senate 
floor. 

The speech continues— Indeed steps up — 
Case's criticism of the Nixon administra- 
tion's war, information and defense budget 
policies. 

He expressed particular anger that even 
his position on the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee provided no access to the agreement 
with Thailand. He discovered it first in the 
Christian Science Monitor, Case said. 

LETTER UNANSWERED 

The New Jersey Republican said he wrote 
to Secretary of State Rogers seeking infor- 
mation. The letter remains unanswered, 
Case said, but other government sources in- 
dicated “that there are four to six thousand 
Thai troops in Laos and the U.S. Govern- 
ment, through the CIA, is paying for them.” 

The agreement violates the constitutional 
right of the Senate to review treaties, Case 
charged. 

-Some, he said, might argue that the agree- 
ment is not a treaty, but executive agree- 
ment, a practice done early in American his- 
tory to facilitate the handling of minor busi- 
ness with foreign -governments. 

‘ I find it hard to believe that the framers 
of the Constitution would not have con- 
sidered as a treaty an agreement which calls 
for the potential expenditure of tens of mil- 
lions of dollars and which might lead the 
country into a serious military involvement 
if we had to bail out the Thais,” he declared. 

NO DIRECT VOTE 

Congress, he continued, has sole constitu- 
tional authority to appropriate these funds 
but has never voted directly on the issue. 
The Cooper- Church amendment prohibits 
American financing of mercenaries in Laos, 
except to protect an American withdrawal. 
Case said. 

"The money,” he declared, "comes out of 
that vast treasure chest which Congress has 
appropriated but never controlled for dis- 
cretionary military and intelligence pur- 
poses. I strongly believe that Congress should 
control this money. Certainly we should 
know- how it is being spent.” 

Although his letter remains unanswered, 
Case said, the State Department tried to per- 
suade him not to press the issue when Act- 
ing Secretary of State John Irwin appeared 
before a May 3 Foreign Relations Committee 
meeting. 

Case raised the issue nevertheless — “I felt 
that both Congress and the American people 
had a right to know” — but Irwin refused to 
discuss it except in closed session, the sena- 
tor said. 

Case predicted that eventually administra- 
tion representatives will provide details of 
the Laos operation "behind the locked doors.” 

“But this will be months after the fact, 
and we shall undoubtedly be told about an 
ongoing program which would be difficult to 
stop even we were so included,” Case said. 


The events mock Rogers’ recent protests 
of the administration’s recognition of the 
need for consultation with Congress, Case in- 
dicated. At the same time the senator stressed 
his own awareness that some foreign agree- 
ments must be negotiated in secrecy. 

"But Congress and the people should be 
informed,” he said, "before our country is 
indelibly committed to a position . . . for 
the people must, be the ultimate arbiter of 
the course our nation follows.” 

[ From the Trenton c N.J.) Evening Times, 
May 20. 1971] 

Washington— Sen. Clifford P. Case (R- 
N.J.) said today that U.S. payments to Thai 
mercenaries fighting in Laos represent a 
"widening of American involvement in South- 
east Asia” and are a violation of the Cooper- 
Church provisions on Laos. 

In a speech prepared for delivery on the 
Senate floor, the senator said an informed 
government source told him that the U.S. 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) is paying 
for about 4,000 6,000 Thai troops presently in 
Laos. 

The Cooper-Church Amendment cited by 
Case prohibits U.S. payment for the use of 
mercenaries in Laos, except to protect U.S. 
troops as they withdraw or to aid in the re- 
lease of American prisoners. 

The New Jersey legislator criticized the 
Nixon administration for consummating this 
arrangement with Thailand without con- 
sulting or even notifying the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, of which he is a mem- 
ber. 

SECRET AGREEMENTS 

Case has been long critical of the increas- 
ing use of secret executive agreements, like 
the Thai arrangement, as an expedient sub- 
stitute for formal treaties, which require the 
approval of the Senate. 

“I find it hard to believe that the framers 
of the Constitution would not have con- 
sidered as a treaty an agreement which calls 
for the potential expenditure of tens of mil- 
lions of dollars, and which might lead our 
country into a serious military involvement 
if we ever had to bail out. the Thais,” Case 
said. 

“Congress has never directly voted a penny 
to pay Thai troops in Laos." Case said, adding 
that the money “conies out of that vast 
treasure chest, which Congress has appro- 
priated but never controlled, for discretionary 
military and intelligence purposes.” 

The senator has previously suggested that 
the large CIA budget be studied and ap- 
proved in the same Itemized way that Con- 
gress appropriates all ether federal funds. 

NO DISCUSSION 

Case noted that acting Secretary of State 
John Irwin refused at an open hearing of 
the Foreign Relations Committee earlier this 
month to discuss the question of Thai troops 
in Laos. 

The senator said he Is sure that the ad- 
ministration will put the facts of the situa- 
tion before the committee in a closed session 
sometime in the future, but, only after it has 
become difficult or impossible to reverse the 
events. 

“Obviously, there is a need for secrecy 
while negotiations are still under way, but 
congress and the people should be informed 
before our country is indelibly committed 
to a position," Case said. 

The senator said the support of Thai mer- 
cenaries in Laos “is an apparent widening 
of American involvement in Southeast Asia, 
and the administartion should have consulted 
with us before embarking on a new policy.” 

The senator added, “if an action by our 
country cannot stand up to public exposure, 
then our country cannot stand up to public 
exposure, then our leaders should seriously 
reconsider that action.” 

Case said he first learned of the Thai agree- 


ment from an article in the Cl. it ian Science 
Monitor on April 17. 

The agreement was confirm 1 he said, by 
a government official who emp a ically asked 
that he not be quoted. The j e. ence of the 
Thai troops in Laos was alsc c sscussed, in 
broadcasts by Radio Hanoi, i vhose cred- 
ibility “I place almost no fait] ” Case added. 
something’s wro. j 

The senator said something ,s wrong with 
the process of foreign policy d< i; ion-making 
when a senator who is a n n.ber of the 
Foreign Relations Committee ] as to learn 
of important agreements our g vi rnment has 
made by reading the newspaj r by talking 
privately with government oi ,c als who do 
not wish to be quoted, and 1 - istening to 
foreign radio broadcasts." 

Case said he has not yet rt e ved a reply 
to a letter he sent to Secretary o State Wil- 
liam P. Rogers asking for furtii :• nformation 
about the Thai mercenary sit ,a ion. 

The letter asks for informat) n on funding 
of the Thai troops and U.S. is urances, if 
any, to the Thai governmem c: American 
military support in the event h it the Thai 
troops encounter difficulties ii L ios. 

[From the Washington Post. la v 22, 1971 1 
Senators Told CIA Ai s Caos 
(By Spencer Rich 

Two investigators Just bac rom Indo- 
china told a Senate Foreign 1 il itions sub- 
committee in secret session j is erday that 
the CIA is covertly flnanoh -r 4,800 Thai 
troops fighting in northern Li .s in support 
of the Laotian government. 

Sen. Clifford P. Case (R-f .1 , told re- 
porters after the meeting that the CIA had 
begun hiring Thais several yea go to fight 
in northern Laos, and was nc >v apparently 
considerably increasing the nil it cr because 
after years of war in Laos, “the o >1 of people 
available for military operatior i . shrinking 
rapidly,” 

These expenditures, howe’vt have been 
kept secret from the public ai 1 ire not re- 
vealed in budget and appropi u uns docu- 
ments. 

Case said that the report give n o the sub- 
committee by staff members t ones Lowen- 
stein and Richard Moose conn :n d his own 
information, obtained here p :v ttely from 
government sources, that “tli « are 4,000 
to 6,000 Thai troops in Laos and J e U.S. gov- 
ernment, through the CIA, j , ,ayine for 
them.” 

Case earlier had cited one i y .paper re- 
port that for six or seven yea here were 
only 1,000 Thai troops there but lit number 
had Jumped in the past year. 

Senators and staff members it I he meet- 
ing were reluctant to discuss tin L >wenstein- 
Moose report because, accordii o Foreign 
Relations Committee Chairma . . w. Ful- 
bright (D-Ark.), government »> licies had 
imposed as a condition of coc.) ,-r . lion with 
the two investigators that the h formation 
they received be declassified by u Executive 
Branch before it could be ma- ■ -public. 

However, when asked how ti any Thai 
troops were being financed by i <■ ill A, Ful- 
brlght answered, “It’s not v< : v secret I 
think it’s 4,800.” 

Fulbright said he expec ted 1:1 - ommittee 
to sponsor some proposals foi manges in 
the basic CIA law, especially w i b regard to 
informing Congress about its ae v lies. 

Case, who had Just received i cply from 
Secretary of State William P. I i S ers to his 
earlier requests for informatio bout the 
matter, said facts stated by Loi u stein and 
Moose in their report “indicate e .rly to me 
that information contained in t ie State De- 
partment letter was incomplete a d in cer- 
tain respects inaeburate.” 

Subcommittee Chairman stu ,ri Syming- 
ton (D-Mo.), Case and Fulbri ,!i all said 
it was extremely important thal i.) e Lowen- 
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itein-Moose report be declassified so that, 
as Case put, "we can lay the thing out for 
the American people so they can make the ■ 
judgments” as to whether the nation should 
support such activities. 

Another source said, however, that the 
day and allowances for the Thais would run 
to nerhaDS $2,000 a year per man — or about 
*10 million for the 4,800 men— plus costs 
tor equipment, transportation and other 
items that could easily double, perhaps triple, 
the initial figure. 

Case also said the report confirmed that 
while general U.S. air activities over north- 
ern Laos had been decreasing, U.S. B-52 
bombing raids there had Increased. 

Other Senators present gave these added 
details: 

Meo tribesmen in the north, operating 
from a center provided by the secret CIA 
base at Long Cheng, were so decimated that 
the Thai troops were needed to supply extra 
manpower. 

Total U.S. costs in Laos, not just for the 
Thais but for aid to the Laotian government 
and interdiction in the south, was so great 
that “$100 million wouldn’t touch it.” 

The State Department has offered to have 
Marshall Green, Assistant Secretary of State 
lor Par Eastern and Pacific Affairs, brief the 
committee on Laos operations in secret ses- 
sion. . , 

Sen. Frank Church (D-Idaho) said. The 
whole lurid tale of this covert war makes it 
obvious that, if Congress is to recover con- 
trol over war and peace, It must make the 
CIA return to the role it was originally In- 
tended to fill, that of an intelligence agency 
collecting information. Covert operations of 
this kind will have to be taken away.” He is 
sponsoring legislation to do just that. 


GENOCIDE CONVENTION PLEDGE 
RENEWED 

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, since 
January 11, 1967, I have called for rati- 
fication of the Genocide Convention ev- 
ery day the Senate has been in session. 
I have delivered 815 speeches during the 
past 5 years pleading for action. But 
we are little closer to ratification today 
than we were June 16, 1949, when Presi- 
dent Truman transmitted the convention 
to the Senate. 

Today I renew my pledge of 1967. I 
again state, "I intend to speak day after 
day in this body to remind the Senate of 
our failure to act and of the necessity for 
prompt action.” 

How long must the citizens of this 
great land await our verdict? A new 
generation of Americans have reached 
adulthood since the convention was first 
submitted. The President supports the 
convention. The Secretary of State and 
the Attorney General agree that there are 
no constitutional drawbacks to ratifica- 
tion. What citizen of this Nation feels 
anything but disdain for the act of gen- 
ocide? 

Why has the Senate not acted? Why 
does the Senate continue our interna- 
tional embarrassment? Why have we set 
ourselves apart from the civilized world? 

Mr. President, the Senate has failed 
the Nation and the world in the realm 
of human rights. I call upon the Senate 
to right this wrong and ratify the hu- 
man rights treaties — now. 


THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA- 
TION 

Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, I 
have spoken here before about the need 


for redirecting the great capacity and 
energy of the Army Corps of Engineers 
to cope with the many environmental 
problems across the Nation that were 
born from the once much sought after 
projects such as dams. I have pointed 
out the problems along the Snake and 
Columbia Rivers as current and acute 
examples. I have recognized that we all 
must share the blame if there is to be 
any for the damages we are now suffer- 
ing. 

Except for a handful of conserva- 
tionists and fishermen across the country 
not many of us questioned the economic 
and development benefits of dam con- 
struction which often meant flood con- 
trol, irrigated land, recreation, more jobs, 
and more money. No one thought about 
the need to preserve a wild free-running 
stream — we had loads of them. No one 
worried about the threats to our salmon 
and steelhead population. We were 
abundantly supplied. 

Now, it is a different story, and the 
story of the Snake and Columbia Rivers 
is becoming a common one across the 
country. 

Why should we not reorient our priori- 
ties so that an organization such as the 
corps, which has proved by its past rec- 
ord of public works accomplishments 
that it is up to meeting the needs of the 
time, and can indeed dedicate its elforts 
and abilities toward a goal of environ- 
mental restoration. The corps could well 
become our major tool in meeting this 
great goal, for it is already here, or- 
ganized. All It needs is a directive from 
the Congress to turn the ride. 

Mr. President, the Nation today is 
weighing in balance our environmental 
values with our economic and technologi- 
cal progress. The Nation has awakened 
and is running way ahead of us on this. 

I believe it is time we catch up with 
them, before the overwhelming public 
opinion is so far ahead that it can no 
longer look back and see us. 

Mr. President, in this morning’s Wash- 
ington Post a small item appeared 
regarding Assistant Secretary Reed’s 
testimony before a House Subcommittee. 
Mr. Reed has shown considerable moral 
courage In his reported testimony. He 
has sounded the alarm for us. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that this 
article be printed in the Record. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, June 4, 1971] 
Interior Official Scores U.S. Waterway 
Actions 

(By Elsie Carper) 

Nathaniel P. Reed, the Interior Depart- 
ment's new assistant secretary, accused two 
other federal agencies yesterday of paying 
■’nothing more than lip service” to environ- 
mental protection. 

In testimony before the House Conserva- 
tion Subcommittee!, Reed declared that 
stream construction projects by the Army 
Corps of Engineers and the; Agriculture De- 
partment’s Soil Conservation Service are 
having “a devastating effect” upon the 
nation’s waterways. 

“What is needed,” he said, “Is a complete 
rethink and redirection by the men who are 
designing and constructing: the projects.” 

Reed, former chairman of Florida’s De- 
partment of Air and Water Pollution, was 
sworn in as Assistant Secretary for Fish and 
Wildlife and Parks less than a month ago. 


He was congratulated by Subcommittee 
Chairman Henry S. Reuss (D-Wisc.), a long- 
time critic of federal programs to dredge, 
modify and channel streams. Reuss called 
his testimony “the finest” he has heard. 

Rep. Sam Steiger (R-Ariz.) countered that 
he did not share Reuss’ enthusiasm for 
Reed’s “sweeping condemnation” of the 
projects. Later, in commenting on Reed’s 
yes-and-no replies to questions, Steiger said 
“you are going to have to avoid those direct 
answers if you are g;oing to stay alive in 
this town.” 

Reed told the subcommittee that "stream 
channel alteration under the banner of 
channel ‘improvement’ for navigation, flood 
reduction, and agricultural drainage Is un- 
doubtedly one of the more, if not the most, 
destructive water development or manage- 
ment practices from the viewpoint of re- 
newable natural resources.” 

The projects, have resulted, he said, in 
severe damage to fish and waterfowl habitat 
and have Increased siltation to the point 
that they are “the aquatic version of the 
dust tiowl disaster.” 

He urged a complete review of all river 
and stream channelization projects hy fed- 
eral environmental agencies and a new 
national policy on flood control. 


CORRECTION OF THE RECORD 

Mr. MUSKIE. Mr. President, I noticed 
in reading my statement of yesterday 
opposing the President’s Reorganization 
Plan No. 1 that by typographical error 
one word was omitted from a paragraph 
on page S. 8148 which substantially 
changes my meaning. I would like at 
this time to restate the paragraph in its 
correct form: 

Af ter Peace Corps and VISTA officials 
were unable to agree on even the basic 
organizational and functional questions, 
the White House turned the matter over 
to the Office of Management and Budget 
and asked it to come up with a plan. 
The OMB plan is basically a listing of 
the programs to be affected by the mer- 
ger along with an organization chart. 
The OMB plan which the White House 
submitted to Congress does not answer 
the questions of whether these programs 
will retain their separate identities and 
names, how they would relate to one 
another, and where the efficiencies or 
savings will be. Administration testimony 
before the Senate Subcommittee on 
Executive Reorganization has clarified 
very little. 

I ask unanimous consent to have this 
correction be made in the permanent 
Record. 

Tile PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

THE! SENATE CHAPLAIN’S BAC- 
CALAUREATE SERMON AT THE 

UNIVERSITY OF WYOMING 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. President, last 
Sunday the University of Wyoming cele- 
brated its annual commencement exer- 
cises, the 81st in the school’s history. 

Having consolidated the activities into 
a single day, the baccalaureate speaker 
makes the single principle address. 

This year we were most fortunate to 
have the Chaplain of the Senate to 
speak to the graduates, their families, 
and friends. 

Few speakers have been as warmly re- 
ceived: fewer still have commanded the 
attention and interest Dr, Elson’s words 
generated. 
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